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Action Plan to date, and very signifi-
cantly, vitally, that the legislation in-
corporated the Action Plan and condi-
tioned the FTA’s entry into force on 
its effective implementation. I cannot 
in good conscience do so. Therefore, I 
urge my colleagues to oppose the Co-
lombia Free Trade Agreement. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. CAMP. I yield myself the balance 

of my time. 
I would just say, Mr. Speaker, that 

well before the Labor Action Plan was 
signed by President Obama and Presi-
dent Santos, Colombia had raised their 
labor standards and aided union mem-
bers in the exercise of their rights well 
before the action plan ever occurred. 
Colombia now has implemented all 
eight of the ILO core conventions—six 
more than the United States. The stat-
ute of limitations for murder was 
raised in 2009 from 20 to 30 years. The 
minimum prison sentence was raised 
from 13 to 25 years and the maximum 
was raised from 25 to 40. The authority 
to declare the legality of strikes is now 
in the purview of the judiciary, not the 
executive branch, which depoliticizes 
these decisions and shows the transi-
tion and progress that Colombia has 
made in this area. Employers no longer 
have a unilateral right to force a strike 
to arbitration. The constitution re-
forms in 2004 shortened by 75 percent 
the time it takes to prosecute a homi-
cide case. As I mentioned earlier, the 
murder rate in Colombia against union 
members has declined by 85 percent 
since 2002. 

As my Democrat colleagues in sup-
port of the Colombian Trade Agree-
ment have said, the Labor Action Plan 
is the most stringent Labor Action 
Plan anywhere in the world that has 
ever occurred. 

With regard to the cooperative issue, 
the U.S. Trade Representative testified 
in the Ways and Means Committee 
when we worked up this legislation 
that that loophole has been addressed 
and has been closed by the Colombian 
government. This is something the ad-
ministration has agreed has occurred 
as well, not just myself. 

Let me just address this issue of the 
Labor Action Plan being placed inside 
the trade agreement. I would just say 
that to condition entry into force of 
the trade agreement with compliance 
with the Labor Action Plan is com-
pletely inappropriate, and that’s why 
there was bipartisan opposition to 
doing that. I certainly welcome the 
gentleman’s statement that I was able 
to get the administration to acquiesce 
to not having the Labor Action Plan 
put into the agreement. Frankly, there 
was bipartisan agreement, with the ad-
ministration agreeing as well on that 
point. 

Let me just say there is a labor chap-
ter in the agreement itself that ad-
dresses the labor issues that appro-
priately fall within the scope of the 
agreement. The Labor Action Plan 
goes well beyond that scope. Let me 
say why. The purpose of the imple-

menting bill, the purpose of the bill be-
fore the House today, is to make 
changes to the United States laws that 
are necessary to implement the agree-
ment. The Labor Action Plan doesn’t 
require any changes to U.S. law. So 
therefore it should not and is not in 
the bill. Apart from being inappro-
priate, it’s really unnecessary to condi-
tion entry into force on a labor action 
agreement that the Colombians have 
agreed to. 
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They have demonstrated their com-
mitment to fulfilling the terms of the 
Labor Action Plan. They have satis-
fied, and on time, every single action 
item that has come due thus far. And 
our administration has certified that 
they have satisfied those conditions. 
There’s only a few conditions that re-
main, which are due at the end of the 
year, and a few due in 2012, which we 
fully expect they will completely agree 
to. 

And let me just say that it is high 
time we took up this agreement. Last 
year Colombian exporters paid vir-
tually no tariffs when they shipped 
goods to the United States, but our ex-
porters paid a tariff on an average of 11 
percent trying to enter into their mar-
ket. This agreement removes that im-
balance by eliminating the Colombian 
duties. This need is urgent. Our export-
ers have paid nearly $4 billion in un-
necessary duties since this agreement 
was signed and has been pending over 
the years. 

We know from experience these 
agreements will yield the benefits that 
we say they will. Between 2000 and 2010, 
total U.S. exports increased by just 
over 60 percent, but our exports to 
countries in which we have trade 
agreements increased by over 90 per-
cent. Our exports to Peru, for example, 
have more than doubled since the pas-
sage of the U.S.-Peru trade agreement, 
and those are very important statistics 
in these tough economic times. 

So this is a major economic oppor-
tunity. Delay has been costly. There 
are major economies whose workers 
and exporters compete directly with 
ours. They have moved aggressively to 
sign and implement trade agreements 
with Colombia, Canada, Argentina, 
Brazil. Those undermine our competi-
tive edge for our Nation and our work-
ers and our families. 

So we’ve been falling behind. We’ve 
been losing export market share that 
took years to build, frankly. For exam-
ple, just the U.S. share of Colombia’s 
corn, wheat, and soybean imports fell 
from 71 percent in 2008 to 27 percent in 
2010 after Argentina’s exporters gained 
preferential access. 

Obviously, we have seen, also, a de-
cline in our exports of wheat since Can-
ada signed its trade agreement with 
Colombia, 2 years after. They entered 
and enforced their agreement with Co-
lombia, which was signed 2 years after 
ours. So we owe it to U.S. workers. We 
owe it to our exporters to approve this 

agreement now and to press the Presi-
dent for prompt implementation. 

I would urge strong support for this 
agreement, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 425, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the bill. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, further 
consideration of H.R. 3078 will be post-
poned. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 358, PROTECT LIFE ACT 
Ms. FOXX (during consideration of 

H.R. 3078), from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 112–243) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 430) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 358) to amend the Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act to 
modify special rules relating to cov-
erage of abortion services under such 
Act, which was referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2273, COAL RESIDUALS 
REUSE AND MANAGEMENT ACT 
Ms. FOXX (during consideration of 

H.R. 3078), from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 112–244) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 431) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 2273) to amend subtitle D 
of the Solid Waste Disposal Act to fa-
cilitate recovery and beneficial use, 
and provide for the proper management 
and disposal, of materials generated by 
the combustion of coal and other fossil 
fuels, which was referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

UNITED STATES-PANAMA TRADE 
PROMOTION AGREEMENT IMPLE-
MENTATION ACT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, further 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3079) to 
implement the United States-Panama 
Trade Promotion Agreement will now 
resume. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. One 

hour of debate remains on the bill. The 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. CAMP), 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
LEVIN), and the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. KUCINICH) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. CAMP). 

Mr. CAMP. I yield 2 minutes to the 
distinguished gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. HASTINGS). 

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 
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